Cable 6-2). Similar high agreement is observed for proxy and sub-ct responses at follow-up when smoking status is considered as irrent/not current (Table 6-3). Additional analyses of these data i assess the factors associated with agreement between baseline id follow-up responses considered age, race, gender of subject, pe of respondent at follow-up, and smoking status at baseline. 3timates of the relative odds of disagreement indicated that only ic effect of race did not interact with any of the other variables eluded in the multiple logistic model. Significant two-way inter-:tions were observed for type of informant and age of subject, iseline smoking status and gender of subject, and baseline smok-.g status and age of subject. These results suggested that proxy ispondents were more than twice as likely to misclassify smoking atus for subjects less than 65 years of age, but not for subjects ;e 65 years and over. When amount smoked (current amount at iseline versus usual amount at follow-up) is compared for smok-•s only, the agreement rates are substantially affected by type : respondent; 55% agreement for subject responses versus 35% jreement for proxy responses. When this comparison is made ith nonsmokers included, a much higher rate of agreement for oth subject (80%) and proxy (74%) responses is observed. This >mparison is strongly influenced by the substantial proportion of onsmokers (over 60%). Of concern, however, is the high propor-on of self-reported current and former smokers at baseline who re reported as never smokers at follow-up; 5.6% by self respon-ents and 12.9% by proxy respondents. These results are discussed iter in the section concerned with confounding.
Another large cohort study in England and Wales provides iformation regarding the proportion of people who say that they ave never smoked but, in fact, have done so in the past (N. iritten, University of Bristol, England, personal communication). L large longitudinal study of children born in 1 week in England nd Wales in 1946 has included several follow-up visits, the most scent of which was done in 1982 when the subjects were 36 years f age. Table 6-4 presents some results. A portion (4.9%) of the nbjects said they had never smoked as much as one cigarette day in 1982 when in fact they had previously reported that hey smoked. These subjects had reported smoking at a rate of bout half the current smokers. Nearly all of exsmokers (93%) had moked 10 or more years earlier.responsese to supply complete details about. Eur. J. Respir. Dis. 65(Suppl. 133):17-32,
